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Intergroup contact theory

Prejudice ... may be reduced by equal status contact between majority and minority

groups in the pursuit of common goals. The effect is greatly enhanced if this contact

is sanctioned by institutional supporis (i.e., by law, custom, or local atmosphere), and
provided it is of a sort that leads to the perception of common interests and common
humanity between members of the two groups.

Allport, G. (1954), The nature of prejudice. Cambridge, MA: Reading: Addison-Wesley. (p. 281)

see also Asbrock, F., Kauff, M., Issmer, C., Christ, O., Pettigrew, T.F., & Wagner, U. (2012). Kontakt hilft -
auch wenn die Politik es nicht immer leicht macht. In W. Heitmeyer (Hrsg.), Deutsche Zustande (S. 199-219).
Berlin: Suhrkamp.

Pettigrew, TW. & Tropp, L.R. (2011). When groups meet: The dynamics of intergroup contact. New York:
Psychology Press.
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Contact and prejudice
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Wagner, U., Christ, O., Pettigrew, T.F., Stellmacher, J. & Wolf, C. (2006). Prejudice and minority proportion:
Contact instead of threat effects. Social Psychology Quarterly, 69, 380-390.



Contact and violence againsts asylum seekers

Means, standard deviations, bivariate correlations, and beta coefficients from a hierarchical regression to predict xenophobic hate
crimes (N = 402 districts)

correlations regression coefficients (B)
M SD 3 3. 4. 5 6. 7. 8. Model 1 Model 2
- 5 3 NTEE  _ S3EE Y TEE G %% ®% *x  _ ck® _4T%* - 45%%
1. east (0) vs. west (1) 27 .53 27 .61 .50 A9 .60 47 e o
2. GNP in 1,000 (2014) 3347 14.60 09 26 -45%F  61*  40** .02 14% ]7**
3.% unemployment (2014) 628  2.89 _20%*%  44%% _08  29%  54%% 30%* 32
4. in-out migration (2014) 622 421 4T 44%*  15%*=  _(9* 07 10%
5. age in district (2014) 4438 187 _64%* _17%F 37 04 -.01
6. % foreigners (2014) 765 472 36%F . 23% -.14%*
7. % refugees (2016) 190 090 09 .06
8. hate crimes/100,000
,7 y
inhabitants (2015) 1020 856 R°= 46

Note: * p < .05 ** p < 01. two-tailed

Wagner, U., Tachtsoglou, S., Kotzur, P.F., Wiemer, M.-T. & Kemmesis, U. (under review). Proportion of foreigners
negatively predicts the amount of xenophobic hate crimes within German districts.



